District	Total Title I Budget $	Title I Evaluation Budget $	Percent
A	no response	75,000	__
B	2,660,923	25,000	0.9
C	4,311,745	69,607	1.6
D	4,188,526	66,320	1.6
E	12,277,805	75,000	0.6
F	3,374,458	43,000	1.3
G	9,450,000	202,973	2.2
H	4,500,000	115,661	2.6
I	3,563,071	10,000	0.3
J	2,975,878	36,740	1.2
K	2,447,020	88,036	3.6
L	5,485,432	50,999	0.9
Mean	5,021,351	71,212<3	1.4
Median	4,188,526	66,3203	1.6
Includes only those districts reporting both Title I and evaluation expenditures. SOURCE: Doss (1979).
in the amount of federal funds available for evaluation also parallels the findings from the later studies (see Table C-3) .  As Table C-3 shows, federal funds constitute a considerable portion of most school district evaluation resources.  This is somewhat at odds with the finding in Lyon and Doscher (1979) that the funding sources for the average evaluation office is 65 percent local, 18 percent federal, 15 percent state, and 1 percent other. This discrepancy may be related to urban differences and to whether flow-through monies are treated as state or federal resources.
The ranges of funding are as great as they are primarily because of the way in which evaluation funding is secured and secondarily because of differences in evaluation requirements across federal programs and across state agencies.  One way to illustrate the situation is to describe how funds for evaluation of three different federal programs are typically secured using the experience of one district as a focal point of the description.  The district is the Austin Independent School District, Austin, Texas. Although procedures are not exactly the same in other districts, there is considerable similarity.ey reported by Boruch and Cordray   (1980) .    That survey, conducted as a part of their larger appraisal of federal program evaluation,   indicated that in larger districts   (defined as  those with enrollments of 25,000 and above),  1.6 percent of Title I allocations went to evaluation.
